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the map. Hamas and Hezbollah do not want to 
negotiate a two-state solution, they want to go 
back to before 1948. That is not going to hap-
pen. The United States first recognized Israel 
and will continue to help Israel defend herself. 

The recent attacks, murders and seizure of 
soldiers by Hezbollah and Hamas are no dif-
ferent, and this House must affirm its commit-
ment to Israel and stand behind that nation’s 
right to defend itself. 

Less than three weeks after the June 25 ab-
duction of Corporal Gilad Shalit by Hamas in 
undisputed Israeli territory, Hezbollah opened 
a second front against Israel by attacking, kill-
ing and abducting more Israeli soldiers in 
northern Israel. 

Israel’s response was no different than the 
U.S. response would have been if someone 
had attacked across our border. 

Israel completely withdrew from southern 
Lebanon in accordance with United Nations 
Security Council Resolution 425. 

Despite this move to facilitate the peace 
process in the region, and despite U.N. Secu-
rity Council resolution 1559—which required 
Lebanon to take control of this region and to 
disarm and disband any militias in the coun-
try—Lebanon allowed Hezbollah to operate in 
southern Lebanon, and receive material and 
funding from Iran and Syria 

Hezbollah launched four separate attacks 
earlier this year against Israel. 

Israel has been forced to defend itself from 
these terrorist groups to protect its borders 
and its people which have been targeted by 
Hezbollah rockets. 

Unlike Israel, which has carefully targeted 
Hezbollah members who hide and operate 
among the civilian populations, Hezbollah has 
indiscriminately fired rockets at northern Israeli 
civilian populations in cities like Haifa, Naza-
reth, and Nahariya. 

Mr. Speaker, these attacks by the terrorist 
groups Hezbollah and Hamas on Israel’s bor-
ders, military, and civilian population have 
forced Israel to respond. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting this resolution reaffirming our support 
for Israel’s right to defend itself. 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, before 
yielding to my friend from Massachu-
setts, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume to make a comment about Mr. 
PAUL’s observation as he calls for neu-
trality. 

Calling for neutrality between a 
democratic ally of the United States 
and a gang of terrorists is not worthy 
of this body. There is no neutrality be-
tween a gang of terrorists who indis-
criminately kill and the democratic 
state. 

May I also say that it was Hezbollah 
terrorists who killed the largest num-
ber of U.S. Marines in Beirut a quarter 
century ago. Some of us were there vis-
iting with them just a couple of weeks 
before they were all killed. Lee Ham-
ilton, a distinguished former Member 
of this body, and I visited with our ma-
rines just days before they were all 
killed by Hezbollah terrorist activity. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
FRANK), the distinguished ranking 
member of the Financial Services Com-
mittee. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, first, this Israeli retaliation 

did not come in the abstract. Let’s be 
clear what happened. I speak here as 
someone who has been critical in the 
past of Israeli Governments that were, 
in my judgment, sufficiently willing to 
take risks for peace. I have been an ad-
vocate of giving up land in the inter-
ests of a comprehensive settlement. 

What happened tragically in the last 
couple of weeks is that Israel was at-
tacked by entities who do not think 
there should be any Israel at all. It was 
attacked by people dedicated to the 
abolition of the Jewish State in the 
Middle East from two territories from 
which it had withdrawn. 

What was attacked was not just indi-
vidual Israelis, but those in Israel 
within that democratic nation who 
have pushed for peace. In April, after 
the withdrawal from Gaza, very con-
troversial, the people willing in Israel 
to withdraw from territory in pursuit 
of peace won an election. Those in 
Israel who would reject that approach 
lost. Sadly, the rejectionists then won 
in the Palestinian Authority. So you 
have people who had risked themselves 
in a democratic nation for peace now 
being undercut by those who use those 
very territories from which they with-
drew for attacking them. And again 
these were not disputes over specifics. 

Hamas and Hezbollah both agreed 
there should be no Israel. These are 
people who want to return not to the 
borders of 1967, but to the borders of 
1947 when there was no Israel. Now, no 
democratic nation can be expected to 
not respond, and that is what we have, 
a response to attacks across the inter-
nationally recognized border of Israel 
by people committed to destroying its 
very existence from territories from 
which they withdrew. So the attacks 
were clearly justified. 

Then the question is, well, how have 
they conducted the war? I think there 
were things that they should not have 
done. I wish they had not bombed the 
power plant in Gaza. But, you know, I 
look at what Israel is doing in Leb-
anon, and I must tell you what it most 
resembles in my recent memory, the 
American action in Yugoslavia when 
we bombed and bombed and bombed 
Belgrade and much of Yugoslavia, 
much of Serbia, to get them to with-
draw from Kosovo. That was not a con-
ventional military action. Now, I must 
note that Israel has not at this point 
taken out any embassies. We in the 
Yugoslav war took out the Chinese 
Embassy. We bombed convoys. 

Sadly, when people go to war, inno-
cent people die. That is why I am very 
reluctant to vote for war. But that hap-
pens. But what happened in Serbia was 
America punishing the Serbian terri-
tory to get them to withdraw from 
Kosovo, and it worked. 

Now, I understand the pride of the 
Lebanese Government, but let me say 
this, first of all, in response to my 
friend from West Virginia. The resolu-
tion does not demand that the Leba-
nese Government disarm Hezbollah. It 
demands that the Lebanese do every-

thing within its power, within its 
power, to change things. 

In contrast, the resolution does make 
an unconditional demand of Syria and 
Iran that they do the right thing. So it 
does differentiate between Lebanon 
and Syria and Iran. 

Now, let me say, with regard to Leb-
anon, I am struck by the pride of the 
Lebanese people, but I have to say this. 
Many of those who are now critical of 
Israel and say, what do you want from 
poor Lebanon, where were they when 
poor Lebanon needed them? Where 
were they when the Lebanese were un-
able to get Hezbollah to move? Why did 
they not get involved then? 

In defense of the Israelis, what they 
are saying is this: Look, a U.N. resolu-
tion said get Hezbollah away from us, 
because if they keep this up, we will 
have to retaliate, and nothing hap-
pened until they started killing Israelis 
inside Israel, and then Israel retali-
ated. 

So those who now say, well, you 
know what, do not blame the poor Gov-
ernment of Lebanon, I do not. I blame 
those in the Arab world and elsewhere 
who could have gone into that situa-
tion and avoided this. 

So now the question is what do you 
do? A simple cease-fire that leaves 
Hezbollah on the Israeli border, in vio-
lation of a U.N. resolution, free to con-
tinue to kill across that international 
border in their pursuit of their effort to 
destroy the State is not good enough. I 
would like to see us be involved. 

What the resolution says is have 
Syria and Iran be pressured by the rest 
of the world, including those great hu-
manitarian nations of Russia and 
China and elsewhere that have ex-
pressed opinions here; let them inter-
vene not simply to stop the shooting, 
but to get Hezbollah away from that 
border. Then it will be reasonable to 
ask Israel to stop, and I believe they 
want to. 

So it is not simply release the sol-
diers today so four more can be cap-
tured and more people killed tomor-
row. Let the international community 
show its real concern for the Govern-
ment of Lebanon by providing them 
with the assistance they need to move 
Hezbollah away. 

Let Hamas honor the fact that Israel 
withdrew at great political internal 
cost from Gaza and not use that as a 
lunching pad for their efforts to de-
stroy Israel. 

So I must say, I think it is justified 
in terms of the response, in terms of 
the way it is conducted. Yeah, it is 
messy and bloody, and innocent people 
die, and that is why you try to avoid 
those situations, and why Syria and 
Iran should be pressured to get 
Hezbollah to move back so we can put 
an end to it. 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS). 

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, Hamas and 
Hezbollah attacks against one of our 
closest friends and best allies, Israel, 
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